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conservation, urban parks, historic preserva-
tion and endangered species, all without pro-
viding incentives for future offshore oil drilling. 
H.R. 701 is one of the most significant con-
servation bills to come out of Congress in dec-
ades—and it represents the continued commit-
ment of the current majority in Congress to re-
sponsible stewardship of our natural re-
sources. 

Mr. Speaker, while I look forward to the 
amendment process, I do want to speak very 
quickly about an amendment offered by my 
friend, Chairman REGULA. This amendment 
would prohibit funds in the bill from going to 
States that have moratoria on outer conti-
nental shelf (OCS) oil and gas leasing. 

For the last decade and a half, the Florida 
delegation has worked diligently and success-
fully to include annually in the Interior appro-
priations bill a moratorium on further oil and 
gas leases off the Florida coast. Just about 
everybody in Florida remains concerned about 
the effects of oil drilling on our sensitive ma-
rine environment. While the annual morato-
rium provides a stop-gap solution to this issue, 
it is far from ideal and actually shortchanges 
all parties involved. In fact, every Member of 
the Florida delegation has cosponsored bipar-
tisan legislation introduced to impose a perma-
nent policy for Florida offshore oil drilling. H.R. 
33 would call for a ‘‘time-out’’ period, during 
which a joint State-Federal commission of sci-
entists and other interested parties would work 
to craft a non-political, science-based decision 
as to which areas are appropriate for oil drill-
ing under what conditions off the Florida 
coast. 

Even with the support of the entire Florida 
delegation, civic and business groups across 
Florida, and current Governor Jeb Bush and 
his predecessor, Governor Lawton, Chiles, we 
have been unable to get more than a few 
hearings on H.R. 33 in the Resources Com-
mittee. So, we are forced to continue advo-
cating the stop-gap annual moratorium. Florida 
seeks merely to be a wise steward of its nat-
ural resoruces, ensuring that any activity off 
our coast does not adversely affect our unique 
environment. 

Chairman REGULA’s amendment would deny 
Florida funding under this bill because of that 
moratorium. I do agree with the basic premise 
of his argument—the moratorium which he 
carries for us each year on the Interior bill is 
not the best solution to this issue. But I do not 
believe that the solution is to lift the ban and 
move forward on oil activity off the Florida 
coast absent the kind of science based ap-
proach outlined in H.R. 33. Nor do I believe 
Florida should be punished for trying to be a 
good steward of its resources. That is counter 
initiative and counter productive. So I would 
encourage Mr. REGULA to join us in support of 
H.R. 33. Indeed, I might even go so far as to 
suggest that my good friend could solve this 
issue once and for all by attaching H.R. 33 as 
a rider to the Interior appropriations bill—as a 
replacement for a moratorium he and I both 
find unsatisfactory. I look forward to the de-
bate on the Regula amendment later today. 
Once again, Mr. Speaker, I strongly encour-
age my colleagues to support both the rule 
and H.R. 701, but not the Regula amendment. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table.
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ALLOCATION OF GENERAL DE-
BATE TIME DURING CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 701, CONSERVA-
TION AND REINVESTMENT ACT 
OF 1999, IN THE COMMITTEE OF 
THE WHOLE TODAY 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Parliamen-
tary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alaska may state his par-
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 
may I ask if the Chair designates the 
time that is split up, or do I have to 
ask for that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain that request at 
this point. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that, during 
the consideration of bill, H.R. 701, pur-
suant to House Resolution 497, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. POMBO) be 
allowed to control 20 minutes of my 
time for the general debate in the Com-
mittee of the Whole, with the under-
standing that I get the remaining part 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 
f 

CONSERVATION AND 
REINVESTMENT ACT OF 1999 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 497 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 701. 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 701) to 
provide Outer Continental Shelf Im-
pact Assistance to State and local gov-
ernments, to amend the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, 
the Urban Park and Recreation Recov-
ery Act of 1978, and the Federal Aid in 
Wildlife Restoration Act (commonly 
referred to as the Pittman-Robertson 
Act) to establish a fund to meet the 
outdoor conservation and recreation 
needs of the American people, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. GILLMOR in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered as having 
been read the first time. 

The gentleman from Alaska (Mr. 
YOUNG) will control 25 minutes, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. POMBO) 
will control 20 minutes, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) will control 45 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the Conservation and 
Reinvestment Act of 2000 is an historic 
bill which comes to this floor today, as 
the result of the efforts of a number of 
my colleagues on the Committee on 
Resources. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER), MY RANKING MEMBER, FOR HIS 
SUPPORT AND COOPERATION IN ACHIEVING 
A WORKABLE COMPROMISE BILL TO 
ACHIEVE THE GOALS THAT WE BOTH 
SHARE: CONSERVATION OF OUR WILDLIFE 
AND OUR RESOURCES FOR OUR CHILDREN 
AND THEIR CHILDREN. THE GENTLEMAN 
FROM CALIFORNIA (MR. GEORGE MILLER) 
and I have not often shared the same 
view on issues before our committee, 
but on this issue we stand together to 
make this investment in our Nation’s 
future. 

I especially want to thank the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN) 
for his untiring work to keep the Mem-
bers talking to each other and pushing 
forward to bring this bill to the floor 
today. The gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. TAUZIN) has passionately spoken 
on behalf of his State and district to 
share his concern that our Nation rec-
ognize the contribution made by coast-
al Louisiana to our national energy se-
curity and to the extraordinary eco-
nomic growth and prosperity that we 
enjoy today. 

I also want to thank the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. JOHN), our newer 
Member, for his work to achieve a bi-
partisan effort on behalf of his con-
stituency in Louisiana. Every meeting 
we had with the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and all the 
other Members, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. JOHN) was there. He was 
there constantly with cooperation and 
sound advice. 

I, again, want to thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), 
my old friend and dear colleague. There 
have been many battles over many, 
many years. Without his wise guidance 
and strong leadership, this bill would 
not have happened. There is no other 
Member of the House who, over the 
many years, demonstrated as much 
dedication and commitment to con-
servation as the gentleman from 
Michigan (JOHN DINGELL). He will leave 
a lasting legacy to our Nation of sup-
port for wildlife opportunities and 
recreation. 

I would like to thank the gentleman 
from California (Mr. POMBO). Although 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
POMBO) may not support our bill today, 
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